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were altered and the raw data in ques-
tion was destroyed so as to ensure no
further examination. When accepted
scientific practices are not followed,
there can be implications well beyond
the scope of the narrowly focused
project. I believe that this is the situa-
tion we have before us.

These documents reveal actions that
may constitute a serious breach of sci-
entific ethics and violation of the pub-
lic trust. Certain actions appear to
qualify under the definition of U.S.
Federal policy on research misconduct.

While this investigation is an impor-
tant step, the resolution states that
the United States should not consider
limitations on emissions until suffi-
cient scientific protocols and a robust
oversight mechanism have been estab-
lished to preclude future infringements
of public trust by scientific falsifica-
tion and fraud.

In addition to the economic and regu-
latory concerns about international
climate agreements, Congress should
not allow any agreement with any
other country nor agree to legislation
or regulatory action that will irrev-
ocably alter our economy until we can
be assured that this data which forms
the basis for these laws and agreements
is based on sound science obtained and
maintained using traditionally accept-
ed scientific principles. Signing an in-
ternal protocol in Copenhagen, espe-
cially one based on questionable
science, is un-American and will kill
jobs.

——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Ohio (Ms. KAPTUR) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

(Ms. KAPTUR addressed the House.
Her remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

————

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. DEAL) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. DEAL of Georgia addressed the
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)

————
BITTER FRUIT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Tennessee (Mr. DUNCAN) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. DUNCAN. Madam Speaker, I
wish everyone would listen to these
words from a column in the current
issue of the American Conservative
magazine. This column says: ‘“We ran
Saddam out of Kuwait and put U.S.
troops into Saudi Arabia, and we got
Osama bin Laden’s 9/11. We responded
by taking down the Taliban and taking
over Afghanistan, and we got an 8-year
war with no victory and no end in
sight. Now Pakistan is burning. We
took down Saddam and got a T-year
war and an ungrateful Iraq.

‘““Meanwhile, the Turks who shared a
border with Saddam, have done no
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fighting. Iran has watched as we de-
stroyed its two greatest enemies, the
Taliban and Saddam. China, which has
a border with both Pakistan and Af-
ghanistan, has sat back. India, which
has a border with Pakistan and fought
three wars with the country, has
stayed aloof. The United States, on the
other side of the world, plunged in. And
now we face an elongated military
presence in Iraq, an escalating war in
Afghanistan, and potential disaster in
Pakistan, and being pushed from be-
hind into a war with Iran.”

And then in the December 3 issue of
The Washington Post, it says: ‘“‘Presi-
dent Obama’s new strategy for com-
bating Islamist insurgents in Afghani-
stan fell on skeptical ears Wednesday
in next-door Pakistan, a much larger,
nuclear-armed state that Obama said
was ‘at the core’ of the plan and had
even more at stake than Afghanistan.
Analysts and residents on both sides of
the 1,699-mile border expressed con-
cerns about Obama’s plan to send 30,000
more troops into Afghanistan.”

And on that same day, The Wash-
ington Post had a headline that said:
“A deadline written in quicksand not
stone.”

Now, I think most Americans feel
that 8 years in Afghanistan is not only
enough; it’s far too long. After all, we
finished World War II in just 4 years.
Now under the President’s most opti-
mistic scenario, we are going to be
there another year and a half, that’s
9% years, and we’re going to be there,
we have 68,000 troops there now. They
want to add 34,000 more at a cost of $1
billion per thousand per year, which
means over $100 billion a year.

The Center for War Information says
we’ve already spent almost a half tril-
lion dollars in war and war-related
costs in Afghanistan at this point.

And then I would like to ask, Who is
in charge? Because this weekend on the
interview program, Secretary of State
Clinton and Secretary of Defense Gates
said, Well, the year and a half with-
drawal plan presented by the President
at West Point really doesn’t mean any-
thing, that we’re going to be there
probably another 3 or 5 more years.
That would bring our time there to 11
or 13 years. That is ridiculous in a
country like Afghanistan, a very small
country where we are fighting a very
small force that has almost no money.

And then I understand from one of
the previous speakers that President
Karzai said that he needs American
troops to be there another 15 or 20 more
years. Well, he wants our money, that’s
for sure, like any gigantic bureaucracy.
And what does any gigantic bureauc-
racy want? They want more money and
more employees. So the Defense De-
partment, being the most gigantic bu-
reaucracy in the world, is going to con-
tinue to want more money and more
personnel.

But when we have a $12 trillion na-
tional debt and almost $60 trillion in
unfunded future pension liabilities,
Madam Speaker, we simply can’t afford
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it. We have to start putting our own
people first at some point. It’s not
going to be long before we’re not going
to be able to pay our Social Security
and veterans’ pensions and things we
have promised our own people with
money that will buy anything, if we
keep spending hundreds of billions for
vVery unnecessary wars.

Now, I would like to mention just a
couple of things about Pakistan. In the
Los Angeles Times on November 1 in a
story about Secretary Clinton’s visit to
Pakistan, it said: ‘“At a televised town
hall meeting in Islamabad, the capital,
on Friday, a woman in a mostly female
audience characterized U.S. drone mis-
sile strikes on suspected terrorist tar-
gets in northwestern Pakistan as de
facto acts of terrorism. A day earlier,
in Lahore, a college student asked
Clinton why every student who visits
the U.S. is viewed as a terrorist. The
opinions Clinton heard weren’t de-
scribed in voices of radical clerics or
politicians with anti-U.S. agendas.
Some of the most biting criticisms
came from well-mannered university
students and respected, seasoned jour-
nalists, a reflection of the breadth of
dissatisfaction Pakistanis have with
U.S. policies toward their country.”

This is a country, Madam Speaker,
that the Congress in a voice vote at a
time when almost no one was on the
floor, most Members didn’t even know
it was coming up, voted to send an-
other $7.5 billion in foreign aid to Paki-
stan on top of $15.5 billion that we’ve
spent since 2003 there already.

This is getting ridiculous. A country
that we are sending billions and bil-
lions and billions in foreign aid to, and
it’s becoming so anti-American, and
they don’t appreciate this aid at all.
We simply can’t afford to keep doing
these ridiculous and very wasteful ex-
penditures. And I will say again, we
need to start putting our own people
first once again.

——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Missouri (Mr. AKIN) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. AKIN addressed the House. His
remarks will appear hereafter in the
Extensions of Remarks.)

————
CLIMATEGATE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. OLSON) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. OLSON. Madam Speaker, yester-
day the U.N. climate change summit in
Copenhagen, Denmark, began. The
work of the summit is supported in
large part by the research developed by
the Intergovernmental Panel on Cli-
mate Change, or the IPCC. This panel
is responsible for assessing the state of
scientific knowledge related to climate
change and reporting its findings to
the convention.

And it is not a stretch to say that
policymakers in the United States and
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